Abstract -Researchers receiving grant from the Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq) are a reference group in Brazilian academia. Therefore, the aim of this study was to analyze the 30 journals with the highest number of publications of researchers in the Physical Education area who received grants in the 2010-2012 triennium. From this analysis, the relevance of journals in the Physical Education area was also evaluated. For the accounting of publications, the scriptLattes v8.07 software was used. The 88 researchers in Physical Education area published 2600 papers in 530 different journals in the 2010-2012 triennium. It was found that among the 30 journals with the highest number of publication, 19 are published in Brazil; from "Top 10", eight journals are published in Brazil. Concerning journals that have publications of researchers who have received grants of all categories/levels, of the 11 journals that meet this requirement, seven are published in Brazil. It was concluded that, however Brazilian journals are minority in the upper stratum of Webqualis in the Physical Education area, they still stand as the main communication vehicle of elite researcher in the area. 
Resumo -Os pesquisadores bolsistas de produtividade do Conselho Nacional de
, "there is acknowledgment that science, technology and innovation are important factors for the social and economic development of countries and regions". This requires follow-up and encouragement from governments and funding agencies. Among the funding incentives offered by the National Council for Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq), scholarships for the development of researchers and researches stand out.
The requirements to reach the position of productivity researcher receiving grants from CNPq are quite high, and there are two types of productivity grant: research (PQ ) and technological development and innovative extension (DT). In both modalities, there are three categories: Senior, 1 and 2.
Category 2 is the initial grant. The selection is based on the evaluation of productivity, emphasizing published works and advising activities in the last five years. In category 1, the evaluation is based on the last ten years and there are subdivisions into levels A, B, C and D, with level A being the highest. Category senior is reserved for researchers who have remained for at least 15 years in category 1, level A or B, who stand out among their peers as a leader and paradigm in their area of expertise 2 . In addition to the general requirements of CNPq, such as having a defined research line, presenting a research project of scientific merit and achieving classification compatible with the quota of scholarships available for the category, there are also criteria for publications and specific guidelines for the granting of productivity scholarship in each area of knowledge for the different categories and levels 2 . The judgment criteria of the Physical Education, Speech, Physiotherapy and Occupational Therapy Advisory Committee are listed bellow.
Regarding the completion of doctorate degree, it is required for level 2 to have completed doctorate degree for at least three years; for level 1 to have completed doctorate degree for at least eight years.
With regard to publications, it is a requirement for level 2 to have published at least five papers in scientific journals with minimal indexing level LILACS, EMBASE or ERIC, and in at least three of these, the researcher must be the lead author or the advisor (second or last position); for level 1D, to have published at least 20 papers in scientific journals with minimum indexing level LILACS, EMBASE or ERIC, being required at least five of these to have minimum indexing level Scielo and, in at least ten of these, the researcher must be the lead author or advisor; for 1C, 1B and 1A levels, the author must have published at least 20 papers in scientific journals with minimal indexing level SCIELO, LILACS, EMBASE or ERIC, at least five of which indexing level MEDLINE or ISI and, in at least ten of them, the researcher must be the lead author or advisor.
As for advising activities, for level 2, it is a requirement to have com-pleted the advising of at least one master and to be in the research and advising activity of master or doctoral students; for level 1D, to have completed the advising of at least three masters or doctors, and be in research and advising activity of at least three masters or doctoral students; for levels 1C, 1B and 1A, to have completed the advising of at least five masters or doctors, with at least two doctors and to be in the research and advising activities of at least three masters or doctoral students. Considering this set of requirements, the understanding that these fellows constitute a reference group in the Brazilian academic environment is justified. However, the way methods are being used by funding agencies to measure the productivity of graduate programs and researchers or how they are being used in some areas makes the process degrading 4 , because it can insert the teacher into a cycle of writing and publishing instead of generating knowledge relevant to a certain area of knowledge.
Professor Rubens Alves, from the State University of Campinas (UNI-CAMP), claims to have simply become a "writer", since, in view of the current system that evaluates graduate programs, there is no more teacher, there is only the researcher, who publishes articles in indexed journals that are later read by researchers themselves 4 . Although unconsciously, researchers and institutions are involved with excessive scientific production with the purpose of generating scores to help in the evaluation of graduate programs. In this context, scientific journals adapt to this current evaluation method of funding agencies, admitting new demands and needs of universities, increasing the number of reviewers, increasing the number of issues, striving for indexation, for impact factor and good concept in the Webqualis of the Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Personnel (CAPES).
Given the importance of this group to the academic community, the aim of the present research was to analyze the 30 journals with the highest number of publications of scholarship researchers in the Physical Education area in the 2010-2012 triennium. This analysis will be used to diagnose the relevance of such journals to this area of knowledge.
PRODUCTION OF SCHOLARSHIP RESEARCHERS IN THE PHYSICAL EDUCATION AREA IN THE 2010-2012 TRIENNIUM
At the end of the 2010-2012 period of CAPES evaluation, the last three years of evaluation, the Physical Education area had 88 productivity scholarship researchers. Of these, 28 were in category 1 (five at level 1A, three at level 1B, seven at level 1C and 13 at level 1D) and 60 at category 2. There were no productivity scholarship researchers in the Senior category and in no category of technological development and innovative extension.
The list of productivity scholarship researchers in the Physical Education area was obtained through consultation on the CNPq website 5 . With this list, we searched for the researchers' Lattes curricula. At the end of this stage, publications in journals of all Physical Education productivity fellows were counted through the scriptLattes v8. software 07 6 The 30 journals with the highest number of publications in descending order are presented in Table 1 , below:
Of the 30 journals that compose this list, 19 are published in Brazil. If the analysis is based on the Top 10, eight of these journals are published in Brazil. Furthermore, if the list is limited only to journals that include productivity publications of all categories / levels, of the 11 journals that meet this condition, seven are published in Brazil. In the period under investigation, there were 1348 publications of productivity scholarship researchers in the Physical Education area in these 30 journals, 925 articles in journals published in Brazil and 423 in journals published abroad. Of this set of publications, 340 were directed to six Qualis A1 journals, all indexed on the Web of Science database, with impact factor between 2.065 and 3.983. In the Qualis A2, there were 147 publications in three journals, all indexed in the Web of Science database and with impact factor between 0.288 and 1.000, one indexed in Scielo and with impact factor over a three-year period of 0.1375. In Qualis B1, there were 594 publications in 12 journals, of which six are indexed on the Web of Science database, with impact factor between 0.288 and 2.239, and eight indexed on Scielo and with impact factor over a three-year period between 0.0283 and 0.8034. In Qualis B2, there were 254 publications in six journals, one indexed on the Web of Science database, with impact factor of 1.021, three indexed on Scielo and with impact factor over a three-year period between 0.2773 and 0.4313.
Four journals are not included in the 2014 Webqualis classification. Such journals have their classification highlighted in Table 1 and, for these, 2012 Webqualis was considered. Two of these journals were classified in the upper strata of Qualis: A1 and B1. This fact suggests a possible failure in 2014 Webqualis, as reported by CAPES, admitting the absence of some journals due to an inconsistency in the system, so that the due corrections will be made in the next Webqualis update 7 . As for the Brazilian Journal of Sports and Exercise Research, previously classified as Qualis C in the area (discontinued at the end of 2011, which justifies its exclusion in the 2014 WebQualis), it was found that in its four editions of existence, there is concentration of a considerable number of works of the same authors, so that its 19 publications from productivity scholarship researchers were carried out by only seven different researchers.
One of these four journals, however, represents an outlier, the Lecturas, Educación Física y Deportes, previously classified as Qualis C in the area, where 35 articles have been published. This high number of publications in a journal with such qualification suggests a possible inconsistency in the publications of elite researchers in the area. Such an occurrence suggests some considerations for the interpretation of such inconsistency. The first is related to the large number of articles published per year in this journal, a fact that suggests ease in the publication of articles in this journal. The second refers to the minor interstice between submission and publication, as it corroborates the understanding of ease of publication. Finally, there is suspicion that such researchers advise students of different levels, including undergraduate students, who submit articles to that journal in search of guarantee of publication. It should be argued, however, that such a context does not attenuate the incoherence described above.
FINAL COMMENTS
Although journals published in Brazil are a minority in the upper strata of Qualis in the Physical Education area, they are the main vehicle of communication of important researchers in the area. It is not possible to measure whether or not they are the first option of choice, but they are the main destination of studies conducted in this area.
Considering the qualification of journals inferred by CAPES and the impact factor attributed by the Web of Science database, it is possible to understand that this set of journals, with an interrogation in the atypical case of the set, denotes relevance for the Physical Education area.
